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uiint  be  quality  m CbnitJ- 
unity  which  the  UOD-Chruitlan,  u»* 
tutored  in  *i«Uric  interpretation!!  of 
UP  G&pd.  lifcixuol  gnup,  Or  no  it  aroma 
t,j  me,  when  l meiiuru  the  pmchmente 
t>X  runny  of  current  prolaaaoit  by  what 
I have  always  wumdemi  the  yardstick  of 
the  life*  and  teachings  of 
jeftUJi  Christ  But,  then,  1 know  nothing 
0i  ChrtHU unity  accept  what  I have  learned 
frum  the  Gospel*.  So  it  may  be  that  the 
ni*s»mt  ejteguHje  will  strike  the  framed 
ikeotogiun  aa  an  armiieurmh  over-simpli- 
fication. 

I refer  to  the  cnlhunijuiin  ot  n corusid- 
erable  segment  of  the  minus  try  for  the 
doctrine  of  human  Improvement  by  mean* 
of  political  formulae,  more  parti culuiy 
those  of  the  Socialistic  genre.  For  from 
the  pulpit  come  utterances  that  seem  to 
identify  the  brotherhood  of  man  with  the 
pciice-Sute,  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven  with 
the  Leviathan  of  Hobbes, 

On  what  testamentary  evidence?  For 
the  life  of  me  I cannot  locate  in  Scrip- 
tun;  an>  support  for  socialized  medicine, 
make- work  programs  or  the  nationaliza- 
tion of  industry.  Neither  the  Charter  or 
the  United  Nation®  nor  the  Communist 
Manifesto  bear  resemblance  to  anything 
taught  by  Jesus,  And  yet.  Hi®  vicars— 
which  the  ministers  claim  to  be — often 
plug  for  these  things,  and  apparently  in 
His  name. 

My  understanding  of  His  teachings 
kids  me  to  believe  that  Jesus  put  full  re- 
sponsibility for  personal  behavior  upon 
the  individual.  He  suggested  no  way  of 
shedding  that  responsibility.  He  did  not 
say  That  man  could  shift  his  moral  obli- 
gation to  some  governmental  agency.  Not 
one  word  do  I find  in  the  Gospels  hinting 
that  human  souls  can  be  merged  into  a 
super-colossal  collectivized  soul.  Accord- 
ing to  this  source-book,  salvation  cannot 
come  to  via  a politico-economic  sys- 
tem, nor  doe®  it  put  down  as  moral  be- 
havior mere  conformance  to  any  system. 

Jesus  stressed  the  dignity  of  the  indi- 
vidual and  the  glory  of  God.  I take  it 
that  these  two  precepts  are  the  premises 
of  Christianity— if  Christ  is  Christianity, 


THERE  is  no  State  in  Hi®  cosmos.  He 
did  say  that  He  came  to  fulfill  the 
taw.  not  to  break  it.  But  from  His  at- 
tack* on  established  institutions  it  seems 
clear  that  the  law  referred  to  was  not  the 
1 'commandments  of  men/'  It  was  some- 
thing higher  than  the  edidi  of  a pollt- 
buro.  By  what  word,  or  act,  doe*  Chriiit 
identify  Bis  law  with  the  wisdom  of  the 


May  wv  not  imiuaii  that*  as  n gangra! 
prineli lift,  Hu  Would  put  huh?  weight  mi 
thu  duct  nun  of  uncial  or  individual  Irn* 
provomont  through  official  gutdsrne? 
Would  He,  Iti  tliimo  days,  endow  with 
nghtcoutmcfls  the  Pharisees  of  Socialism? 
Or  the  scribes  who  would  substitute  eco- 
nomic planning  for  the  oxerclao  of  free 
will? 

There  In  something  incongruous  in  the 
advocacy  of  modem  Pharisee  Ism  on  the 
part  of  many  ministers.  It  dues  not  seem 
Christian,  It  Is  a sort  of  paganism,  In 
that  it  deposes  Got!  In  favor  of  the  State, 
and  substitutes  for  human  dignity  an  idol 
called  "social  gond/* 

How,  In  the  name  of  common  sense,  can 
Jesus  bo  enrolled!  nn  tins  side  of  a dole 
system,  which,  in  the  final  analysis,  is 
the  necessary  concomitant  of  a controlled 
economy?  How  can  wardship  under  the 
State  be  associated  with  His  name?  True, 
Ho  made  much  of  charity*  hut  He  inflated 
that  "thine  alms  be  secret,"  and  what  is 
there  secret  about  ^tending  In  line  at  the 
unemployment  insurance  office? 

Charity  is,  and  can  only  be.  a personal 
matter— as  to  giver  and  receiver.  It  is 
not  charity  when  the  recipient  lays  claim 
to  aid  by  law  and  an  application  blank, 
and  the  giver  is  a reluctant  and  imper- 
sonal "public,"  The  State  cannot  be  char- 
itable for  it  has  nothing  to  give,  except 
that  which  it  has  taken  from  producers 
by  compulsion.  That  is  to  say,  the  State 
gives  taxes.  And  taxation  is  referred  to 
in  the  Gospels  a®  "tribute,"  while  the  tax- 
collector  is  designated  as  a pereon  of  low 
degree.  Hence,  the  attempt  to  identify 
the  public  dole  with  the  Christ-concept  of 
charity  I®  attenuated,  if  not  actually  blas- 
phemous. 

IN  view  of  Christ's  obvious  antipathy  to- 
ward "tribute*"  it  seems  to  me  that  not 
only  the  dole,  but  every  activity  of  the 
State  is  discredited  by  Christianity.  The 
State  lives  by  and  for  the  collection  of 
taxes;  without  taxes  it  would  not  be; 
without  taxes  it  could  not  carry  on  the 
Socialist  venture®  which  some  professing 
Christian®  strangely  advocate.  If  the  in- 
stitution of  taxation  is  an  evil,  as  Scrip- 
ture indicates,  then  all  that  follows  from 
this  evil  is  also  evil.  The  Socialistic  ven- 
tures are  made  immoral  by  this  original 
immorality, 

"A  good  man  out  of  the  treasure  of  the 
heart  bringeth  forth  good  things,"  said 
Jesus.  He  did  not  any  a good  Council,  a 
good  synagogue,  a good  planning  board; 
nor  did  He  mention  a good  tfUt  He  speci- 
fied a "good  man,"  It  is  inconsistent  with 


fmphli  content  fraquaiiUy  attributed  to  *t 
Till*  was  IQ  on-tlftMlpOi  iftHteflb 

forth  by  sporta]  uu  turns  Ian***,  fJ*fi 

licit  U dftftftMl  With  fre*Jy  given  bw**m 

l Hu  1 * ib v loud y nuum  from  the  koart,  such 
ilk  the  Mormon  on  tha  Mount 
But  whal  did  JwU*  moan?  Wlial  are 
the  l InragMi  dun  CftraarT  Am-  they  4m  w 
u matter  of  right  or  of  might?  Usn  on® 
inter  frum  Ihm  parable  Mutt  tribute  te  in- 
eluded  In  God’ll  schema  of  things?  Or4 
forsooth,  did  Jesus  moan  to  put  CW».tr 
on  ft  pur  with  God?  Taken  by  tUw-lf,  tJur 
para  bin  of  the  coin  tan  be  made  l«  mean 
oven  that  nbsunlUy,  Taken  with  Christ  » 
tnchlPgS  *m  a whole  It  licks  mi pOf l<me* 
Seeing  how  He  stressed  man's  duty  to 
God,  the  parable  might  well  be  rephrased ; 
the  more  uf  yourself  you  render  tin  to  C*^ 
oar.  the  leas  you  have  for  God, 


Politician  or  the  say-so  of  the  bureaucrat?  Christ's  teachings  to  ascribe  goodness  to 
When  Jeaua  walked  and  Ulked  with  <™P^nal  Kim  or  to  Infu*  a .oul 
thin?  to  a bureaucracy  into  a collectivity, 
men,  the  n ^f  , *g,  hv  Rfjmc  Frequent  reference  la  made  by  minis- 

*“  a,c  Collection  of  terlal  enersun.ni,.  of  StnUam  to  the  par- 

concerned  itself  with  the  eoueroon  ..  ^ ^ ..Rcnder  unt0  Caesar  the 

txlbute,  and  if  tfoa  <»f»  F-1  which  are  Caesar's,  and  unto  Cod  Wfflo  by  depriving  other,  of  their  prep 

.urgent  quantity,  Lhe  people  were,  f lhjt  ttre  Cod'."  my  He  did  nnr  pnmm  Mlvation  * a 


CHRIST'S  time  waa  nut  free  from  poll- 
I ties,  Thu  entrenched  scclcsiaate,  natu- 
rally enough,  weru  strong  for  the  Roman 
efafHLs  ffwo.  Qn  the  other  hand,  there  were 
those  who  advocated  revolution,  These 
"zealots"  asserted  that  not  until  the  Ro- 
man yoke  wo#  thrown  off,  and  the  Jew- 
ish kingdom  restored,  would  th«  grace  of 
Yahweh  coma  upon  the  people  again. 
There  is  not  a shred  of  evidence  that  Je- 
sus concerned  himself  with  the  zealot® 
or  that  Roman  rule  interested  Him  in  the 
least.  As  for  the  eccleaiasta*  Christ  held 
them  in  scorn  only  because  Of  their  per- 
version of  principle. 

The  zealot®,  of  course,  received  abort 
ahnft  from  the  Romans  when  caught  It 
was  therefore  to  the  interest  of  the  high 
priests,  who  were  annoyed  by  the  popu- 
larity of  Jesus,  and  fearful  for  their  pres- 
tige if  not  their  prerogatives,  to  pin  the 
label  on  Him.  The  incident  of  the  par- 
able of  the  coin  must  be  related  to  this 
fact;  so,  too,  the  derogatory  title  of  "Krug 
of  the  Jews."  Jesus,  by  His  exemplary 
behavior  and  His  disconcerting  stated 
meats,  made  it  difficult  to  lay  the  hereby 
charge  against  Him.  Besides,  Font! us 
Pilate  cared  not  a fig  for  the  religious 
quarrels  of  this  pestiferous  sect  The  only 
way  to  get  rid  of  Jeans  was  to  involve 
Hun  With  the  reralutionary  agitators. 
When  the  high  priests  brought  Jesras  to 
Pontius  Pilate  tor  sentence  they  had  a 
hard  time  making  this  accusation  stick. 
The  Roman  seems  to  have  been  well  sat- 
isfied that  whatever  the  shortcomings  of 
the  defendant,  at  least  He  was  not  a po- 
litical agitator.  Among  the  modem  vie- 
are  of  Christ  are  some  who  an?  net  so  sun* 
about  Umt 

Nevertheless,  there  Is  nothing  in  the 
story  of  Jesus  that  m the  slightest  sug- 
gests an  affinity  with  Henry  Wallace.  Jo- 
sef Stalin.  Gemcnt  Attlee  or  Franklin 
Roosevelt,  Christ  had  no  high  opinion  ftt 
men  who  accumulate  material  wraith  But 
he  did  not  prapoae  to  improve  the  lot  of 


fared  to  carry  on  their  social  offaim  iu 
their  accustomed  wuy  The  traditional 
theocracy  served  Rome  aa  an  instrument 
of  "law  and  order, " and  managed  affair* 
after tifftly  through  Ita  influence  a*  into'- 
prctei  r,f  tribal  law  nud  rurioms  OnJy 
When  police  powvr  had  ta  he  invoked  did 
Rome  intervene  Op  to  that  pointy  hr 

-Oil  pmtnulgii*c»J 


the  things 
Significantly  enough,  the  rt rcumataner* 
which  diriicd  toll  remark  are  ignored  by 
those  who  use  It  in  support  of  the  politi- 
cal ofttaWlahnwnt  Jesus  woa  being  hi dt- 

terl  by  vnemiaa  wha*»*  obvious  Intent  was 
to  trick  Him  into  making  <«  HUUment 
thsi  could  b«?  lisnd  sj|«iT«it  fhm  with  the 
ftufhuritiaa.  Hu  had  "pnrreived  tbrtr  wick* 
Hl«  migmatic  reply  simply  Com 


dicta  <*f  tha  prtftsthpod' 

j'tt, ii. mu«»  w,r 
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five-year  plan,  sortal  security  or 
tnry  militsiy  training,  Man-made  law  wa# 
trot  Hi*  paiwwia.  He  had  IH>  truck  with 
•olf-braiinMl  bureaucracy, 

[|  prciDi  to 

haa  ilwavi  taken  lor  gmtitfd  tbat  Cbrtat 
Is  UitTiit  iscnly  — that 
tin  dignity  the  imlitlduil  i 
of  t:.id,  snd  wnthlcg  Msa  And  tb*A  1 i 
mU*  is  not  liittormiurt 
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